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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the Application filed on 10/02/2003. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The cited reference of Dinweddie et a/. (US 5,595,687) as cited by the Applicant 
is not by the stated inventor and is said to discuss "emulsion stability" and hence was 
not considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Gonzales et ai (US 7,054,804, issued on 05/30/2006). 

As to claims 1 and 12, Gonzales et ai discloses a system for translating textual 
data in a media signal comprising: a signal receiver (see col. 4, lines 10-13); a display 
device (see col. 2, lines 50-51) communicatively coupled (see Figure 6, elements 606 
and 604) (e.g. The element 604 is a set top box and element 604 is a TV) to said signal 
receiver; and a language translation module (see Figure 6, element 608) 
communicatively coupled to said display device or said signal receiver (see Figure 6, 



Application/Control Number: 10/678,717 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2609 

element 608, 606 and 604) (e.g. The elements are coupled and the translation module 
is located in the set top box); wherein said language translation module is configured to 
selectively translate textual data of a first language into a second language (see 
Abstract). 

As to claim 2, Gonzales et ai discloses wherein said language translation 
module comprises software (see col.3, lines 25-26). 

As to claim 3, Gonzales et a/, discloses wherein said language translation 
module comprises hardware (see col. 7, lines 62-65) (e.g. It is seen that the software 
instructions will be executed by the processor). 

As to claims 4 and 14, Gonzales et ai discloses wherein said display device 
comprises one of a television, a projector, a personal digital assistant, a cellular phone, 
or a digital watch (see Figure 6, element 604). 

As to claim 5, Gonzales et ai discloses wherein said display device hosts said 
language translation module (col. 8, see lines 7-8) (e.g. Since the set-top box includes a 
display device and a translator, it is evident that the display device hosts the translator 
as it is displayed on the screen). 

As to claims 6 and 13, Gonzales ef a/, discloses wherein said receiver comprises 
one of a set-top box or a home network device (see col. 8, line 6). 

As to claim 7, Gonzales et ai discloses wherein said receiver hosts said 
language translation module (see col. 8, lines 7-8). 

As to claim 8, Gonzales ef a/, further comprising a head-end insertion device 
(see col. 8, lines 16-18) communicatively coupled (see Figure 6, elements 602, 603, 
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and 608) to said receiver (see col. 8, line 15) (e.g. The Applicant refers to the head-end 
device as any device that can receive a signal from a provider. Further, it is shown in 
the figure that the two elements are coupled. Also, the set-top box can be interpreted as 
a head-end insertion device since it acts as a receiver from the service provider). 

As to claim 9, Gonzales et ai discloses wherein said head-insertion device hosts 
said language translation module (see Figure 6, elements 608 and 606 and col. 8, see 
lines 7-8). 

As to claim 10, Gonzales etai discloses wherein said textual data comprises 
closed captions (see col. 3, line 29). 

As to claims 1 1 and 15, Gonzales et ai discloses wherein said translation 
module is configured to be selectively activated by media service provider (see col. 8, 
lines 26-31 ) (e.g. It is implied that the closed captioning translation as stated by the 
reference would be deactivated if unsubscribed and activated if subscribed). 

As to claims 16 and 22, Gonzales et ai discloses a method for translating textual 
data in a media signal comprising: receiving a media signal containing textual data of a 
first language see col. 4, line 12 and lines 13-14); selectively transmitting said media 
signal to a language translation module (see col. 8, lines 30) (e.g. The selection is made 
by the user is the language translation function is activated); translating said textual 
data to a second language (see col. 4, lines 15-17); and transmitting said translated 
textual data to a display device (see col. 4, lines 18-20 and Figure 6, element 604). 

As to claim 17, Gonzales etai discloses wherein said receiving a media signal 
further comprises receiving said media signal at a user location (see col. 4, lines 1-3). 
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As to claim 18, Gonzales etal. discloses wherein said selectively transmitting 
said media signal further comprises: receiving a translation request from a user (see 
col. 7, line 26-29); activating said language translation module (see col. 8, lines 30); and 
transmitting said textual data to said activated language translation module (see col. 3, 
lines 38-40) (e.g. Once the textual data of source language is extracted it is sent to the 
language translation module). 

As to claim 19, Gonzales et al. discloses wherein said selectively transmitting 
said media signal further comprises: receiving a language request from said user (see 
col. 6, lines 33-35); and directing said language translation module to translate said 
textual data to said requested language (see col. 6, lines 37-50) (e.g. Once the 
translation language is chosen it is implied that translation will be performer for the 
target language as specified by the reference). 

As to claim 20, Gonzales et al. discloses wherein said textual data comprises 
closed captions (see col. 3, line 29). 

As to claim 21 , Gonzales et al. discloses further comprising selectively enabling 
said language translation module for subscribers only (see col. 8, lines 25-28) (e.g. 
Since the reference states that translation can be done as a service, it entails a 
subscription is necessary. 

As to claim 24, Gonzales et al. discloses wherein the media provider activates 
the translation software (see col. 8, lines 25-35) (e.g. It is evident that the translation 
service will not be activated if there is no service and further the processor will not be 
utilized since no translation would be performed since the user is not activated). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gonzales et al. as applied to claim 22 above, in view of Agnihotri et ai (US PGPub 
2003/0065503). 

As to claim 23, Gonzales et al. discloses said translating said textual data to a 
second language comprises: receiving a language request (see col. 6, lines 33-35). 
However, Gonzales et al. does not specifically disclose the use of a database for 
translating textual data into second language. Agnihotri et al. does disclose accessing a 
database corresponding to said language request (see page 3, [0025]); and translating 
said textual data to said second language using said database (see page 3, [0025] and 
[0027]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have included the translation of textual data in a media signal 
presented by Gonzales et ai with the inclusion of a database when translating into the 
second language is performed. The motivation to have included the database for 
translation involves the translation being performed with regard to the various possible 
translations of the words (see Agnihotri et al. page 1 , [0007] and page 2, [0023]) when 
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translating from one language to another from the system of Gonzales et al in order to 
achieve more accurate meaning and interpretation. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Chang (US 5,543,851) and Takeuchi etal. (US 6,297,797) is cited to disclose a 
computer closed captioning. Barcy ef a/. (US 6,542,200) is cited to disclose a TV set for 
closed captioning. Basson et al. (US PGPub 2002/0101537) is cites to disclose a 
universal closed captioning service. Baker (US PGPub 2005/0162551) is cited to 
disclose a multi-lingual closed captioning). 

Kazuto (JP 2000-092460) is cited to teach a subtitle voice data translation 
system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paras Shah whose telephone number is (571)270-1650. 
The examiner can normally be reached on MON.-FRI. 7:30a. m.-5:00p.m. EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xiao Wu can be reached on (571 )272-7761 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

P.S. 

04/10/2007 
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